
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

In re the Patent Application of Kentaro Nakada, et ah 

Serial No.: 09/729,989 Art Unit: 2614 

Filed: December 6, 2000 Examiner: Paulos M. Natnael 



Title: BROADCASTING SYSTEM OF DATA BROADCAST IN 
TELEVISION BROADCASTING 

TRANSMITTAL 

Mail Stop Amendment 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
Sir: 

Transmitted herewith is a Response to the Office Action dated September 13, 
2005, for the above-identified Application. 

If a Petition for an Extension of Time is necessary for the paper transmitted 
herewith to be timely filed, this transmittal is to be considered as a petition to extend the 
response period by the amount of time needed for the paper to be timely filed. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge payment of any additional fees 
associated with this communication or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 
04-1679. 
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A duplicate of this sheet is enclosed. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Patrick D. McPherson Reg. No. 46,255 

L. Lawton Rogers, III Reg. No. 24,302 

D. Joseph English Reg. No. 42,5 14 

Mark C. Comtois Reg. No. 46,285 



DUANE MORRIS LLP 
1667 K Street, N.W., Suite 700 
Washington, D.C. 20006 
Telephone: (202) 776-7800 
Facsimile: (202)776-7801 

Dated: December 13, 2005 
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ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. HIG05 001 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

In re the Patent Application of Kentaro Nakada 3 et al. 

Serial No.: 09/729,989 Art Unit: 2614 

Filed: December 6, 2000 Examiner: Paulos M. Natnael 

Title: BROADCASTING SYSTEM OF DATA BROADCAST IN TELEVISION 
BROADCASTING 

RESPONSE 

Mail Stop Amendment 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
Sir: 

Responsive to the Final Office action dated September 13, 2005, applicant 
responds as follows. 

The applicant does not understand the examiner's position that the disclosure in 
Cohen that the simultaneous transmission of several objects by assigning each to a 
separate channel is not a process that must be used. (Office Action, 9/13/05, page 5). 
Clearly, this is the only method disclosed in Cohen for simultaneous transmission and is 
described as an optional approach because all other methods disclosed do not pertain to 
the simultaneous transmission. To the contrary, independent claim 6 requires the 
simultaneous transmission of plural entertainment programs on one channel. 

WSH\I4<J129.I 



Further, note that the present application allows interactivity of selection of one of 
plural entertainment programs without use of a reverse link to the broadcast site because 
of the simultaneous transmission of the entertainment programs to the users receiver. 
Cohen, on the other hand requires a point to point return link (Figure 4, 140) in order to 
provide interactivity (Col. 11, lines 41-49) to cause the broadcast station to broadcast the 
selected television program because plural entertainment programs have not been 
transmitted on a single channel. 

Should the examiner persist in the present rejection, the applicant request that the 
examiner call the applicant to schedule an interview. 

Reconsideration and allowance of claims 6-10 is requested. 



DUANE MORRIS LLP 
1667 K Street, N.W, Suite 700 
Washington, D.C. 20006 
Telephone: (202) 776-7800 
Facsimile: (202) 776-7801 

Dated: December 13, 2005 



Respectfully submitted, 




Patrick D. McPherson 
Reg. No. 46,255 
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